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Abstract – The purpose of this article is to illustrate the links between the three factors of parental 
attachment (i.e., communication, trust, and alienation) and cyberbullying experiences among school-
going children. A total of 375 students aged 9 to 16 years old were selected using stratified sampling 
method from 8 schools in Selangor. The authors adapted a 10-item instrument from the previous studies 
of Youth Internet Safety Survey (YISS) and EUkidsonline scales to assess the cyberbullying prevalence 
based on two sub-dimensions (online harassment and sex-based bullying). The confirmatory factor 
analysis (CFA) was used to analyse the construct validity of the scales. Structural equation modelling 
(SEM) then was used to test the study hypotheses. The final model has an estimated that 10% (R2=.95) 
of the variance in cyberbullying is explained by parental attachment, indicating only the alienation 
factor predicted the children’s cyberbullying experiences. The findings, however, supported a 
differentiated approach to positive parenting.  
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Introduction 
More than ten years ago, the world witnessed an accelerating usage of the internet and how it has 
significantly changed the way people socialize and communicate with each other. Since then, excessive 
internet usage of the new technology has increased dramatically among the users, and the intention of 
using the internet is heavily influenced by digital devices and online platforms such as email, Facebook 
and Twitter (Anderson, 2016). This technology has become an integral medium for most people in the 
developed countries by serving all ages (Liau, Khoo, & Ang, 2005; Livingstone & Bober, 2004). 
However, the dependency on electronic media has become widespread mostly among children as young 
as 0 to 8 years old, as they can be seen using the ICT devices and surfing the internet everywhere with 
minimal supervision from parents (Rideout, Foehr, & Roberts, 2010). In addition, teenagers these days 
were born where social networks and technology devices constitute their daily life and make it more 
exciting and challenging. Thus, it is impossible to see them without smartphones, internet, or even social 
media. Due to the unique characteristics (e.g., unlimited information, unrestricted access) of the internet 
and lack of monitoring from parents or guardians; these children are able to view the content of the 
Internet and are vulnerable to the dark side of the internet (Sharif, 2008). 
 
The rapid advancement of internet and ICT devices has opened up a new and infinite space that children 
and adolescents can explore with fewer restrictions. Thus, the digital media offers convenient 
opportunities to humiliate, bully, or harass someone online. In the past, these aggressive behaviours 
enable people to control their feelings from each other to avoid direct face-to-face interaction 
or what they fear might be a confrontation (Caravita et al., 2016). However, in recent years, the 
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new communication technology has forced people to change the way they behave, and any conflicts 
between each other have turned into dangerous encounters. To make it worst, lack of relationships with 
parents will plunge children deeper to the harmful effects of the internet (Peltzer & Pengpid, 2012). 
Consequently, they exposed themselves to the various forms of online bullying including exposure to 
harassment, flaming, denigration, exclusion and cyberstalking (Willard, 2007). In some extreme 
circumstances, those unmonitored behaviors may lead victims of cyberbullying to severe mental 
illnesses (Alvarez-Garcia et al., 2015) and the worst when it ends with taking their own life (Hinduja & 
Patchin, 2010).  
 
According to Abu Bakar, (2013), there were 34 suicide cases reported in less than ten-years involving 
teenagers below the age of 18 years old that have been linked to cyberbullying. These children were 
taking their own lives because of depression and embarrassment being humiliated, and they felt there 
are no other options to get off from their problem. For example, in 2013, a high-profile case of 
cyberbullying in Italy has led a 14-year old girl to commit suicide after her suggestive video was 
uploaded to the Internet by a group of cyberbullies (Nadeau, 2013). This was aggravated by the bullies 
who have been sending her mean messages and cyberbullied her on Facebook with different insults and 
threats. In Malaysia, the cyberbullying case is already at the alarming stage, as numerous indicators are 
echoing from studies, surveys and even news reports. An international survey involving Malaysia and 
two other countries revealed that 37% of Malaysian youth have encountered and involved with 
cyberbullying experiences, with two-thirds of them feel that sending the offensive messages, posting 
inappropriate photos and pretending to be someone else does not identify as cyberbullying 
(TelenorGroup, 2016). This is exacerbated further in which  30% of female children admitted have been 
harassed sexually in the social network (Azizan, 2012) with 27% of them confessed on harassing 
someone online, and more than ten percent (13%) admitted still being cyberbullied by their peers 
(CyberSecurity, 2013). 
 
Willard (2007) has warned that the effect of cyberbullying is more traumatic compared to traditional 
bullying since the online victims can be bullied 24 hours and 7 days a week from anywhere with working 
internet connection. The act of cyberbullying does not cease to children alone, as another group of 
people also experienced cyberbullying. According to Balakrishnan (2015), this form of aggression often 
befalls to the Malaysian public figures including politicians, celebrities and social activists. For instance, 
a female model was being bullied and harassed by the netizens with mean and nasty messages due to 
her winning on Asia’s Next Top Model contest in the year of 2014, fans of other contestants claimed 
that she did not deserve the title and harassed her through social media for years, these willful acts have 
caused her depression and sadness (Edwards, 2014). However, the impacts of the incidences were not 
as fatal as it occurred among children especially those whose aged below 18 years old (Balakrishnan, 
2015). According to Finkelhor et al. (2001), children and adolescence naivety, lack of maturity and 
excessive internet usage have classified them as the most vulnerable group of the online users. Therefore, 
parents played the most prominent role in their children lived to ensure the developmental process are 
less affected by the technology. 
 
Past studies clearly describe the seriousness of cyberbullying among youngsters. However, there are 
very few studies conducted in Malaysia compared to the Western studies. Despite the insufficient 
number of literature on cyber aggression among Malaysian youngsters, a study conducted by 
Balakrishnan (2015) indicated that cyberbullying does occur among Malaysian youth. The study, 
however, suggests that occurrence of the phenomenon among the respondents of the study (youth aged 
17 to 30 years old) was not as prevalent as it is among children and teenagers. Thus the current study 
was undertaken to extend the literature and to fill the gaps in knowledge by empirically examined the 
influence of parents’ attachment towards cyberbullying experience among school going children. 
 
 
Literature Review 
Parents’ influence  
Parents are the most influential agents to children; they play a major role in the transitional period of 
their children’s well-being and emotional development. The relationships between parent and child, 
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particularly the secure attachment has been reported to significantly influence the behavioral and 
emotional health of children and adolescents (Ackard et al., 2006; Liu, 2006). The secure attachment 
has been linked to the early caregiving characterized (e.g. sensitive, contingently responsive, warm, and 
appropriately supportive parenting) which fosters in the positive impacts on children social life 
including open communication, balanced on emotional control and mutual trust (Armsden and 
Greenberg, 1987). On that account, parents’ choice on parenting practices pertaining children Internet 
usage may either promote or prevent the development of children’s Internet-related problems (Liau, 
Khoo and Ang, 2005). Parents who are monitors and supervise their children internet use had a better 
environment to combat most types of Internet threats (Livingstone, 2012). Besides that, a number of 
studies found that children’s attachment security correlates negatively with antisocial and harmful 
behaviours. For example, Steinberg (2001) and Claes et al. (2005) studies found that children with close 
ties to their parents have experienced less depression, less anxiety and less likely to take part in 
antisocial behaviours such as substance abuse and delinquency.  
   
Many studies have reported that secure attachment relationships are associated with consistent and long-
term benefits for the psychological well-being of people (Claes et al., 2005; Steinberg, 2001). A 
longitudinal study by Kerr, Statin, and Burk (2010) have found that emotional bonds keep youth from 
engaging in delinquency. A strong emotional bond creates a situation in which parents are 
psychologically present when a child tempted to engage in any delinquent acts. The secure attachment 
between a child and their parents might help the child to interpret events as less threatening than a child 
with an insecure attachment (Jakobsen, Horwood and Ferguson, 2012). The threats and risks of the 
Internet as discussed previously indicates that the roles and responsibilities of parents in educating their 
children while online is extremely important. With a proper approach, online risks among children such 
as cyberbullying and online harassment will be able to buffered or reduced. Without guidance from 
their parents, children may face and mishandle the bullying experience, that may lead to other negative 
consequences including psychological and mental problems. 
 
 
Cyberbullying in Malaysia   
There is an abundance of reports and surveys reporting the alarming rate of cyberbullying in Malaysia, 
although most were based on non-empirical findings. In 2010, there are almost 12,000 cases were 
reported regarding aggressive online behaviours, compared to only 5,181 from the previous year 
(CyberSecurity, 2011). A survey on children’s internet usage in Malaysia found that one in every five 
children that online in Malaysia has become the target of cyber predators and 30% of female children 
have been sexually harassed in a chat room (Azizan, 2012). Furthermore, the most recent international 
survey of three countries including Malaysia has revealed disturbing statistics regarding the 
cyberbullying experience among Malaysian children between the ages of 12 to 18 years old. Almost 
40% of the 1,896 students sampled admitted they have either encountered cyberbullying or have been 
subject to the act of cyberbullying (Telenor Group, 2016). Interestingly, however, 47% of them said 
they are seeking their parents’ advice when encountered with difficulties during online. The survey also 
reported 40% of school children are addicted to online peer pressure, such as using mean messages to 
hurt someone (Telenor Group, 2016). Surprisingly in 2012, a census revealed that Malaysia ranked as 
the number 17 highest in cyberbullying incidence among the 25 countries surveyed (Microsoft 
Corporation Malaysia, 2012). In addition, UNICEF report also addressed the issue of cyberbullying in 
Malaysia posed a serious threat to the future generation and insisted that a heightened awareness of the 
issue is necessary (Eek, 2009). 
 
Despite the high possibility of cyberbullying occurrences in Malaysia, there have been few empirical 
studies conducted on the cyberbullying and its consequences in Malaysia (Faryadi, 2011; Abu Bakar, 
2013; Balakrishnan, 2015). The few studies carried out on frequency and occurrences of cyberbullying 
in Malaysia have suffered from convenient sampling and small sample sizes. Therefore, it is imperative 
that a systematic study could be carried out to understand the cyberbullying prevalence among school 
going children in Malaysia. Such study could provide valuable insights into the prevention and 
intervention of cyberbullying among children. The results can be helpful to mitigate the negative 
consequences as well as to maximize the positive contributions of the Internet. 
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Method 
Participant 
This study evaluated the respondents from 8 public schools around the Selangor state by using the 
stratified random sampling technique. To select the desired sample, the researcher refers to the EMIS 
portal to identify the population. Then, schools were divided according to the districts in Selangor, and 
in each stratum, some schools proportional to the population were selected. As a result, 6,671 number 
of potential students were listed from 4 “Urban School” and 4 “Rural School”. All groups based on age 
were evaluated in each selected school. A total of 375 children have been selected from the age of 9 to 
16 years old as the study sample. Majority of the participants (60%) were older children (13 to 16 years 
old), and other 40.3% were younger children with age ranging between 9 to 11 years old. The 
respondents of the study consisted of more female (64.8%) than male (35.2%). Some 80.8% of the 
evaluated children have their social network, 42.7% of them spend more than 6 hours online per day 
and the number increasingly high during weekdays (75.2%). 
 
 
Measures 
Cyberbullying scale was constructed from the previous study of Finkelhor, Mitchell and Wolak, (2001), 
and Livingstone et al. (2011) scales. The instrument developed and tested in this study is a self-
administered survey form comprised of 10 items with each statement describing aggression conducted 
through the internet and smartphones. The participant should specify their answers by stating the 
frequency that they have conducted the behaviour/actions in the last nine months, using a five-point 
Likert scale (1 = never, 2 = seldom, 3 = sometimes, 4 = often and, 5 = very often). The measurement of 
parent-child attachment was adapted from a 14-item scale, which was originated from the Inventory 
Parent and Peer Attachment (IPPA) by Armsden and Greenberg (1987) and later was modified by 
Vignolli and Mallet (2004). The instrument was designed in English and Malay languages. 
 
 
Data Collection 
Before conducting the data collection, permission from the relevant authorities was obtained. Once all 
the permissions were granted, the person-in-charge in every school was notified regarding the data 
collection procedures that will take place. Once the agreed dates were set, researcher and the selected 
participants were allocated in a library, a counseling room, a multipurpose hall or a school canteen for 
the sessions. With the assistance of enumerators, younger participants were guided throughout the 
session. Approximately 30 to 45 minutes were required by each respondent to answer the questionnaire. 
However, the age of the respondents could have a significant effect on the time taken: the younger the 
age of the respondents, the more time needed. 
 
 
Data Analysis 
By the time data collection was completed, there was a total of 484 survey forms successfully collected. 
However, the usable data is 375 after all the process of data cleaning and screening. The researcher was 
applying the SPSS and SEM-AMOS version 22 to analyze the data. Subsequently, several tests 
including exploratory data analysis (EDA), confirmatory factor analysis (CFA) and finally the structural 
equation modeling analysis were run to determine the relationship between variables further.  
 
 
Validity and Reliability tests 
Before testing the study hypotheses, it is important for this study to ensure the applied constructs are 
meeting the requirement of SEM analysis which is surpassing the test of validity and reliability. 
Determining the discriminant validity of the research scale involves a relationship between a particular 
latent construct and other constructs of a similar nature (Brown, 2006). To test the discriminant validity, 
the AVE of factors should be higher (>.05) than the R2 (see Table 1). This test was essential in the 
measurement model (second stage of CFA) to determine the magnitude of each construct is distinct 
from another construct in the scale.  
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Table 1: AVE (Diagonal) and R2 (Off-Diagonal) for the Study Instrument 
Construct 1 2 3 4 
Alienation (1) .690    
Communication (2) –.256 .732   
Trust (3) –.178 .882 .742  
Cyberbullying (4) .270 –.174 –.096 .673 
 
The results of Goodness-Of-Fit (GOF) analysis yielded the following fit model; χ2 (84) = 136.082; 
χ2/df = 1.620; GFI = .954; AGFI = .934; CFI = .973; NFI = .933; IFI = .995; TLI = .966; RMSEA 
= .041. Based on the analysis, CFA test has presented a perfect fit between the data and the suggested 
measurement model as indicated in Table 2. Therefore, the results as displayed below showed that all 
15 items in the measurement model had high standardized regression coefficient values (factor loading) 
between the ranges of .57 to .82. All constructs in the measurement model showed that the AVE values 
had exceeded the minimum criterion of .50, which indicates that the majority of the variance has 
explained by each construct (Hair et al., 2006). Meanwhile, the assessment of CR (construct reliability) 
showed that all constructs in the measurement model had the CR value more than .70 that were ranged 
between .765 to .821, indicating an adequate internal consistency that occurred among measured items.  
 
Table 2: The Validity and Reliability of Constructs 
Indicators 
Standardized 
Factor 
Loading 
(>0.5) 
Average 
Variance 
Extracted 
(AVE ≥ 0.5) 
Construct 
Reliability 
(CR ≥ 0.7) 
Communication    
My parents help me to understand myself better .728 .54 .82 
My parents encourage me to talk about my 
difficulties 
.635   
Parents will help me if I have troubles  .790   
If something is bothering me, parents will ask me .766   
    
Trust     
My parents sense when I’m upset about something .723 .55 .79 
When we discuss things, my parents consider my 
views 
.773   
My parents trust my judgment  .730   
    
Alienation     
I get upset a lot more than my parents know about .587 .50 .78 
I don’t know whom I can depends on these days .735   
My parents don’t understand what I am going 
through these days 
.756   
I feel that no-one understands me  .670   
    
Cyberbullying    
I have seen an inappropriate material posted where 
other people could see it on the Internet 
.571 .50 .77 
I have received nasty or hurtful messages .670   
I have received nasty or hurtful messages about me 
were passed around or posted where others could 
see 
.603   
I have received other nasty or hurtful things on the 
Internet  
.822   
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Results and Discussion  
Respondents’ Demographic Profile 
The demographic information of the children respondents shows the number of female respondents 
almost doubled the number of their male counterparts. That is, the disparity between the proportion of 
the male (35.2%) and female (64.8%) pupils was vast. The respondents were separated into two age 
groups for convenience during the data analysis. The first group was the younger group, composed of 
155 pupils aged between 9 and 11 years old. The second group was the older group, composed of 232 
respondents aged between 13 and 16 years old. The majority (57.6%) of the respondents lived in urban 
areas. 
 
 
Parental Attachment  
The pattern of parental attachments among the children was examined using three distinctive 
dimensions of parental attachments, namely, Communication, Trust, and Alienation. In this section, 
parental attachment measurements were analyzed using frequency distributions, and perception level 
based on a 5-point Likert scale, ranging from Strongly Disagree (1) to Strongly Agree (5). The mean 
value of the scores for the Communication construct (M = 3.90) was the highest among the other two 
dimensions. Moreover, the attachments results show that Trust subscale, ‘I trust my parents’ (M = 4.22, 
SD = 1.00) recorded the highest scores. Followed by two items from the Communication dimension ‘I 
can count on my parents’ (M = 4.10, SD = .93) and ‘My parents ask me if something is bothering me’ 
(M = 4.08, SD = 1.00) as shown in Table 3.  
 
Table 3: Descriptive statistic of Parental Attachment scale (n =375) 
Item 
5-Point Likert Scale (% of frequency) 
M SD 
1 2 3 4 5 
Communication 
     
  
I can count on my parents. 1.1 3.5 21.9 31.5 42.1 4.10 .93 
My parents ask me if something is 
bothering me. 
1.9 5.6 17.6 32.3 42.7 4.08 1.00 
My parents respect my feeling. 1.9 3.7 24.5 40.8 29.1 3.91 .92 
My parents help me to understand myself 
better. 
2.1 6.4 20.5 39.7 31.2 3.91 .98 
My parents encourage me to talk about 
difficulties. 
8.0 6.9 22.9 30.4 31.7 3.71 1.21 
I tell my parents about my problems and 
troubles. 
3.5 8.8 29.1 33.3 25.3 3.68 1.05 
Overall mean      3.90 1.02 
        
Trust         
I trust my parents. 2.1 3.7 16.3 25.3 52.5 4.22 1.00 
My parents sense when I am upset about 
something. 
3.7 10.9 25.1 30.4 29.9 3.72 1.12 
My parents trust my judgment. 3.7 8.6 30.4 34.4 23.5 3.66 1.04 
My parents always consider my point of 
view. 
2.4 11.5 33.9 32.6 20.3 3.56 1.01 
Overall mean      3.79 1.04 
        
Alienation         
I get upset a lot more than my parents 
know about. 
20.8 21.6 25.6 18.1 13.9 2.83 1.33 
I do not know whom I can depend on 
these days. 
40.3 23.2 20.0 10.1 6.4 2.19 1.25 
My parents do not understand what I am 
going through. 
42.7 22.7 20.0 9.3 5.3 2.12 1.21 
I feel that no one understands me. 49.3 22.4 18.4 5.9 4.0 1.93 1.13 
Overall mean      2.27 1.23 
Note: Five-point Likert scale: 1 = Strongly Disagree, 2 = Disagree, 3 = Sometimes, 4 = Agree and 5 = Strongly Agree;  
M = mean; SD =standard deviation. 
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The findings of the study suggest that there was a positive communication between children and their 
parents as more than 70% of them depended on their parents for protection and security. Similarly, more 
than 75% of the respondents trusted their parents more than they trusted anyone else. Regarding 
alienation responses, the majority of the children never or hardly experienced any adverse treatment 
from their parents. The result is in line with the findings by Telenor Group (2016) that indicates almost 
50% of the children in Malaysia seek their parent's assistance for any problem encountered online. 
Furthermore, the findings suggested that a climate of healthy communication, parental trust, and less 
alienation is crucial for shaping children’s positive behaviours. In other words, secure parental 
attachments affect the psychological well-being of children. This finding is consistent with the studies 
of Wilkinson (2004); Steinberg (2001); Jakobsen, Horwood, and Fergusson (2012); and Kerr, Statin 
and Burk (2010), that children who enjoy positive and healthy relationships with their parents would 
improve themselves in other relationships. 
 
 
Cyberbullying Experiences 
Initially, the cyberbullying measurement had ten items that were extracted from the previous studies, 
which five items were under the sexually-based bullying construct and other five items were under the 
online harassment construct. However, since the study was applying SEM-AMOS to test the research 
hypotheses, the confirmatory factor analysis (CFA) tests were performed. After the CFA analysis, only 
four (4) items out of ten (10) remained in the cyberbullying scale, one item from the sexually-based 
bullying sub-scale and the other three were from the online harassment sub-scale. For that reason, the 
level of cyberbullying was estimated based on these remaining four (4) items as shown in Table 4.  
 
Table 4: Descriptive statistic of Parental Attachment scale (n =375) 
Items 
5-Likert Scale (% of frequency) 
M S.D 
1 2 3 
I have seen an inappropriate materials posted 
where other people could see it on the Internet 
79.2 19.7 1.1 1.22 .44 
I have received nasty or hurtful messages 82.9 16.8 .3 1.17 .39 
I have received other nasty or hurtful things on 
the Internet 
87.7 12.0 .3 1.13 .34 
I have received nasty or hurtful messages about 
me were passed around or posted where others 
could see 
90.9 8.5 .5 1.10 .31 
Overall score    1.14 .24 
 Note: Three-Likert scale (1= never, 2= sometimes, 3= often); M: mean, S.D: standard deviation   
 
The 4-items after CFA analysis had extracted “I have seen an inappropriate material posted where other 
people could see it on the Internet” as the first item in the refined scale. It was followed by three online 
harassment items, which were, “I have received nasty or hurtful messages”, “I have received other nasty 
or hurtful things on the Internet” and “I have received nasty or hurtful messages about me were passed 
around or posted where others could see”. As expected, the online harassment was the most common 
form of cyberbullying that occurred among the respondents. Since the past five years, these incidents 
repeatedly reported in the local newspapers and had become frequent in recent years. For instance, 
Bernama (2012) stated the primary threat of online risk behavior among Malaysian children is online 
harassment, and this statement was supported empirically by a study conducted in the United States, 
which asserts that online harassment is the most prevalent type of online aggression behaviours among 
American children and adolescent (Wolak et al., 2006). According to the cyberbullying scholars (Abu 
Bakar, 2013; Hinduja and Patchin, 2009; Finkelhor, Mitchell, and Wolak, 2001),  the incidents of online 
harassment may occur since children are able to perform many online interactive activities with the 
assistance of technologies (e.g., smartphones, tablets and internet connection). As technology is almost 
impossible to control, such events occur widely among young people. 
 
 
 
 
PJSRR (2018) 4(1): 67-80 
eISSN: 2462-2028 © Universiti Putra Malaysia Press 
74 
 
Hypotheses testing using SEM 
The main aim of running a structural equation model test is to determine the relationship between the 
predictor and the criterion variables (Hair et al., 2006). Besides that, SEM analysis also shows the value 
of the coefficient of determination (R2 value), which explains the variation of the predictors of 
cyberbullying by testing the proposed hypotheses. Thus, three hypotheses (H1, H2, and H3) were 
developed and tested at the structural path model to determine the relationships. Two types of 
measurements are required to analyse this structural model, which are, 1) the absolute fit measure (e.g., 
goodness of fit index (GFI), adjusted goodness of fit index (AGFI) and root mean square error of 
approximation (RMSEA); and 2) the incremental fit measure, (e.g., comparative fit index (CFI), normed 
fit index (NFI), Tucker-Lewis index (TLI) and incremental fit index (IFI). 
 
The analysis showed that the absolute fit measure has satisfied the goodness-of-fit-index guideline cut 
off values (above .9), through GFI (.954) and AGFI (.934), as shown in Figure 1. Another reliable 
absolute fit measure is RMSEA. Byrne (2010) suggests that the acceptable guideline values of RMSEA 
must be less than .08. Consequently, the RMSEA value (.041) of this study has fit the data reasonably. 
Furthermore, the IFI fulfilled the guideline of being above .9, with CFI =.973, NFI =.933, TLI =.966, 
and IFI =.973. Conclusively, the results of the fit indices imply an ideal structural model fit of the data. 
However, Hair et al., (2010) suggested that it is sufficient to use only three or four fit indices to provide 
adequate evidence of model fit. Based on the SEM (see Figure 1), the direct relationship between the 
independent and dependent variables were discussed according to the research hypotheses. 
 
 
Figure 1: Structural Path Model 
 
The relationship between Parental Attachment and Cyberbullying  
Parental attachment is an emotional and affection bond of relationship exhibited by parents toward their 
children. It is believed that a positive parental attachment could influence a child’s physical and mental 
development, particularly the latter (Jacobsen & Hofmann, 1997). A secure attachment could enable 
children to develop self-confidence and have feelings of security and confidence as they explore their 
surroundings. On the contrary, an insecure parental attachment culminates in circumstances that affect 
a child’s development or permits a child to become a victim of risky behaviours, such as delinquency, 
substance abuse and violence (Harakeh et al., 2004; Van der Vorst et al., 2005). The objective of this 
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study was to determine the relationship between parental attachments, which comprised the 
Communication, Trust and Alienation sub-constructs, and cyberbullying among the children. Table 4 
shows the regression analysis of the three hypotheses.  
 
Table 5: Regression Weights in the Direct Hypothesised Model 
Hypothesised Relationships 
Unstandardized 
Regression 
Weights 
S.E 
Standardized 
Regression 
Weights 
C.R p 
H1   Communication  Cyberbullying –.146 .077 –.299 –1.405 .160 
H2   Trust   Cyberbullying .090 .091 .209 .991 .322 
H3   Alienation   Cyberbullying .103 .032 .231 3.250 .001 
 Note: R2 = 0.095. CR = construct reliability. 
 
H1: There is a significant relationship between the communication of parental attachment and 
cyberbullying among the children. 
 
The first hypothesis of this study examined the relationship between communication of parental 
attachment and cyberbullying. The structural model of the hypothesized path shows a direct relationship 
between communication of parental attachment and cyberbullying experience (β = .299; CR = –1.405, 
p = .160). Based on the regression weight table, there is no significant relationship between the 
communication of parental attachment and the children’s cyberbullying experience. The weak strength 
of the direction indicated that no significant relationship existed between communication of parental 
attachment and cyberbullying. Therefore, communication of the parental attachment was not a predictor 
of cyberbullying. Although previous studies have found that parent-child relationship predicts the 
child’s online behaviours (Nikerson, Mele & Princiotta, 2008; Vadebosch & Van Cleemput, 2009), 
Coleman (2003) nonetheless supported the findings. 
 
Previous studies have found that secure communication between parents and child could prevent 
children from engaging to the harmful behaviours such as delinquency, alcohol abuse and smoking 
(Harakeh et al., 2005; Van der Vorst et al., 2005). Other studies found, the more attached a child is to 
his or her parents, the less likely he or she is to be involved in cybersex (Berson, Berson & Ferron, 
2002), risky online content (Cho & Cheon, 2005) and internet addiction (Liu & Kuo, 2007). Although 
the current findings indicated that communication between parents and their children was not a factor 
of cyberbullying, Coleman (2003) nonetheless endorsed the findings as somewhat supported by a 
quantitative study conducted in Beijing by Li Lei and Wu (2007). Li Lei and Wu used the same scale 
that was adapted for this study and discovered that communication in the family system did not predict 
Internet addiction among adolescents. 
 
Despite the current results, children in Malaysia have been involved in and exposed to cyberbullying 
incidences, although their relationship with their parents remains positively reliable and secure (Yusuf 
et al., 2014). This incongruence could be because of children’s surging access to high-profile 
technologies such as smartphones, Wi-Fi, and private Internet (broadband), which have been adjudged 
as some of the factors that lure children online and eventually falling prey to risky behaviours (Daud, 
Omar, Hassan, Bolong & Teimouri, 2014) such as cyberbullying. In a related development, Park, Na, 
and Kim (2014) argued that the level of parent-child communication be NIL insufficient to prevent 
children from involving in cyberbullying. The scholars suggested that parents’ involvement in the online 
activities of children could be a more important factor in predicting children’s risky Internet-related 
behaviours.  
 
H2: There is a significant relationship between trust of parental attachment and cyberbullying 
among the children. 
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The result of the coefficient path (β = .209, CR = .991, p = .322) between trust and cyberbullying 
showed that the trust construct did not predict the cyberbullying occurrences among children and so the 
given model for H2 was also rejected. Although many previous studies have suggested that trust in a 
parent-child relationship could affect the child’s behaviours, as well as his or her physical development 
and mental well-being (Sousa et al., 2011), the outcomes of this study did not imply that more trust and 
communication in parent-child relationship are ineffective. Instead, in the context of this study, the 
levels of parental trust and communication were discovered to have a less significant effect on children’s 
involvement in cyberbullying incidences. 
 
Some reasons that could explain this situation include practical suggestions proffered by Li Lei and Wu 
(2007), such as that when children sense being insecure and less trusted in the parent-child relationship, 
they tend to engage in harmful online activities to compensate for the low scores of parental trust and 
communication attachments. The literature is replete with various findings that have linked the level of 
children’s online use and their involvement in cyberbullying incidents (Balakrishnan, 2015; Mesch, 
2009). Therefore, the absence of any significant association between the parental attachments and 
children’s tendency to become cyberbullies or cyber victims could somewhat be linked to the majority 
of the children’s high level of online use (Lenhart, 2009; Lenhart et al., 2005; Subrahmanyam & 
Greenfield, 2008), especially during weekends. 
 
Heavy-Internet-using children often associated with resorting to creating a kind of in loco parentis 
ambiance or territory where they could rely on other means for effective support (usually harmful 
activities) in the event of unfavorable parental attachments. Often, in a similar context, children exhibit 
more covert behaviour regarding their online activities by, for example, clearing their browsing history, 
deleting their videos and instant messages and telling lies about the websites they browsed. When this 
happens, children would usually keep their privacy under their control (McAfee, 2013). Furthermore, 
excessive parental trust in a child’s Internet use, without checking or supervising them could also lead 
to the occurrence of this phenomenon (Turow & Nir, 2000). 
 
H3: There was a significant relationship between alienation of parental attachment and 
cyberbullying among the children. 
 
Contrary to the findings on the communication and trust of parental attachment and cyberbullying 
experiences, the SEM results for the third hypothesis (see Table 4) indicated that there was a significant 
relationship (CR = 3.250, p = .001) between the alienation of parental attachment and cyberbullying. 
The standardized coefficient value (β = .23) indicated that there was a significant relationship between 
the predicting and criterion variables. The magnitude of the predictors’ effect on cyberbullying among 
the children can be classified as moderate (0.23).Therefore, this finding suggested that there was a 
moderately high relationship between parental alienation attachment and the children’s cyberbullying 
experiences. Predictably, the current finding agreed with previous studies regarding high scores of 
parental alienation are correlated with high level of child delinquency, by extension cyberbullying. 
 
It should be noted that, although the regression weight values (β) of the other predicting sub-constructs 
(Communication and Trust) measured higher than that of this predicting sub-construct (Alienation), the 
standard error (SE) of this sub-construct was, however, lower (.032) than both the other sub-constructs. 
The lower the SE value, the stronger the CR value is (Hair et al., 2010); thus, the p-value decreases 
(becomes significant). In addition, the SE is indirectly proportional to the level of significant value. 
Therefore, parental alienation predicted the children’s cyberbullying experiences, although the beta 
value was lower than that of the other two sub-constructs.  
 
Lack of parental monitoring, emotional involvement, and neglectful parenting have associated with 
risky Internet-related behaviours (Law, Shapka & Olson, 2010). Often, they affect the child’s well-being 
negatively and could lead to child delinquency. The higher the feelings of alienation from parents, the 
higher the chances that the child will engage in acts of delinquency (Butler, Fearon, Atkinson & Parker, 
2007), which could lead to a child adopting isolating behaviours (Sahin, 2012) and to an increase the 
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level of depression symptoms (Perren, Shaw & Cross, 2010). In addition, cyber-victimisation among 
children often associated with high level of parental rejection (Cross, Shaw, Hearn, Epstein, Monks, 
Lester & Thomas, 2009), that is, high Alienation scores and low Communication and Trust scores. Often, 
when children feel unsafe because of feeling alienated from their parents, they tend to seek other 
emotional supports in the cyberspace because they could not get any from home (Li Lei & Wu, 2007). 
 
Conclusion 
Children of today could be different from children of 5 years ago, much less compared to children of a 
decade ago. Their priorities have changed because of the rapid and continuous advancement of Internet 
technology. Although the Internet was once primarily an entertainment and optional platform, over the 
years, it has transformed into a social and educational necessity among the majority of children around 
the world. Strong and positive parent-child relationships seem to be no longer guarantee with many 
children being exposed to the cyberspace. Parents are the etiquette or ethics enforcement agents for their 
children’s online activities. Supervising and monitoring children’s online activities could reduce the 
children’s tendency to engage in certain negative behaviours that could lead to cyberbullying. Table 4 
shows that the effect size of the model on cyberbullying explained by the squared multiple correlations 
(R2). As shown in Figure 1, the R2 of the hypothesised model was .095. Therefore, the results indicated 
that the parent-child attachment model was only useful for explaining almost 10% of cyberbullying 
among the children. Other predictors might explain another 90% of cyberbullying occurrence better. 
However, the overall findings positively supported the perceptions of both the parents and children on 
the communication of parental attachments. Strong emotional bonds create a scenario in which the 
parents would be psychologically present with their child whenever he or she attempted to engage in 
delinquent acts. For example, a longitudinal study by Kerr et al. (2010) found that emotional bonds 
prevent youth from engaging in delinquency. In addition, Armsden and Greenberg (1987) have 
discovered that strong parental attachments are significant predictors of children’s psychological and 
emotional well-being. Findings of the current study suggested that high scores of parental detachment 
and alienation could predict children’s tendency to get involved in cyberbullying incidences as low 
scores of parent-child communication and trust could weakly or not affect the likelihood of children 
becoming cyberbullies or cyber victims. However, as they grow up, they seek parental assistance for 
approval, advice and emotional support. This piece of evidence is consistent with the key notion of the 
attachment theory: a strong parent-child bond is crucial for the development of children’s ability to 
explore the greater outside world (Bowlby & Ainsworth, 1976). It is essential for parents these days to 
initiate an open dialogue with their youngsters to ensure they get a secure and comfortable feeling when 
should they encounter inappropriate online behavior. While educating children to be alert with the 
hazardous impacts of the internet, parents may also use the opportunity to enhance their children skills 
on the positive use of the internet such as education, networking and entertainment. Concisely, however, 
these findings support a differentiated approach to positive parenting, as was the case with a similar 
study conducted by Davidov and Grusec (2006). 
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